University of Northern Iowa Faculty Senate Meeting Minutes, February 8, 1982 by University of Northern Iowa. Faculty Senate.
University of Northern Iowa
UNI ScholarWorks
Faculty Senate Documents Faculty Senate
2-8-1982
University of Northern Iowa Faculty Senate
Meeting Minutes, February 8, 1982
University of Northern Iowa. Faculty Senate.
Copyright © 1982 Faculty Senate, University of Northern Iowa
Follow this and additional works at: http://scholarworks.uni.edu/facsenate_documents
Part of the Higher Education Commons
Let us know how access to this document benefits you
This Minutes is brought to you for free and open access by the Faculty Senate at UNI ScholarWorks. It has been accepted for inclusion in Faculty Senate
Documents by an authorized administrator of UNI ScholarWorks. For more information, please contact scholarworks@uni.edu.
Recommended Citation
University of Northern Iowa. Faculty Senate., "University of Northern Iowa Faculty Senate Meeting Minutes, February 8, 1982"
(1982). Faculty Senate Documents. 375.
http://scholarworks.uni.edu/facsenate_documents/375
.. 
Gerald L Peterson 
Lib racy 
Senate Minutes 
February 8, 1982 
1294 
1. Remarks from Vice President and Provost Martin. 
CALENDAR 
2. 311 Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Mathematics Competency. Docke ted in 
regular order. Docket 253. 
OLD/NEW BUSINESS 
3. Approved recommendation that the Chairs of the Curriculum Committee and the 
General Education Committee give an oral or written report to the Sena te on 
philosophy and/or standards used by said committees. 
4. Advised Director of Student Research to gather as much information on all five 
EOP components as possible in the time available. 
5. Approve motion that Vice President and Provost Martin name the facili ta to r for 
the team evaluating the UNI Educational Opportunity Program. 
6. 310 252 Discussion regarding the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Faculty 
Status. Discussion postponed, continue as first item on the agenda a t the 
next meeting. 
7. 309 251 The Senate approved emeritus status for David E. Kennedy, Professor 
of Music. 
The University Faculty Senate was called to order at 3:19p.m. February 8 , 1982, in 
the Board Room by Chairperson Davis. 
Present: Abel, Baum, Cawelti, D. Davis, J. Duea, Erickson, Hallberg, Ho llman, 
Millar, Noack, Remington, Richter, Sandstrom, Story, TePaske, Yager (ex officio) 
Alternates: Cooney for Geadelmann 
Absent: J. Alberts, Glenn 
Members of the press were requested to identify themselves. Mr. Jeff Moravec, 
Cedar Falls Record, and Karen Miller of the Northern Iowan were in a ttendance. 
1. Vice President and Provost Martin addressed the Senate. Dr. Martin stated the 
audit of the EOP student activity fee account was completed and distr i buted. Copi"h 
of the audit are available at the Public Information Office. 
Dr. Martin said the University as a whole should be concerned about t he reductio n 
i n student aid. The University will be sending representatives to Washington, D.C., 
to express our concern in the hope of stemming the tide on this serious matte • 
Preparations are under way for the St. Cloud visitation on March 28-30, accvrd .l. n ,~ 
to Dr. Martin. 
Senator TePaske asked how many of our students would be affected by the cut in 
student loans. 
Dr. Martin stated he did not have the exact figures but approximately one third 
to one half could be directly affected. Not only are loans affected, but Social 
Security benefits will be cut by May 1, 1982. The University has added three 
courses for the second half of this semester in order to help high school dual 
enrolled students get started under Social Security by May 1. 
CALENDAR 
2. 311 Report of Ad Hoc Committee on Mathematics Competency (see Appendix A). 
Duea moved, Hollman seconded to docket in regular order. Motion passed. 
Docket 253. 
OLD/NEW BUSINESS 
3. The Chair asked the Senate if they wanted a report from the Chairpersons of the 
University Curriculum Committee and the General Education Committee on the philosophy 
and standards of each committee. 
Hallberg moved, Hollman seconded that the University Committee on Curriculum and 
the General Education Committee present an oral or written report to the Senate on 
the philosophy and standards of each committee. 
Dr. Lott stated that the Curriculum Committee report would be available, as in the 
past, for the April meeting. He also reported that the Graduate Council received 
and approved all graduate requests. He asked what type of information the Senate 
wanted. 
The Chair suggested anything unusual or of concern to the Committee, such as length 
of major, would be appropriate. 
Senator Remington asked for a vote on the Hallberg Motion. Motion passed. Report 
due at the next meeting, February 22, 1982. 
4. The Chair reported he had received correspondence from Professor Paul Kelso 
about the Hallberg-Remington Report on the procedures and evaluations of the UNI 
Educational Opportunity Program in regard to the Office of Student Research. As 
there are five distinct areas, he was concerned as to how broad the coverage should 
be. 
Senator Hallberg said, because everything had to be finished by midterm, all possible 
information should be gathered for the group coming on campus. 
Senator Duea suggested some information from all five categories if possible in the 
time available. 
5. The Chair indicated Dean Hansen requested some guidance in the selection 
of the local facilitator for the visiting team for the evaluation of the UNI 
Educational Opportunity Program. 
Senator Remington stated that the ideal situation would be for the Senate to name 
the facilitator. Because of several problems, such as who would be available for 
released time and other considerations, the administration should bring to the 
Senate names of persons who are eligible. 
Vice President Martin indicated that arrangements would be made for released time. 
The departments will have to decide who can be made available. Financial problems 
will be taken care of. 
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Senator Story expressed the hope that someone enthusiastic be chosen. 
Senator Sandstrom suggested the Senate give Vice President Martin five or ten names. 
The Chair indicated that this had been done. 
Senator Hallberg moved that Vice President Martin name the on-campus facilitator in 
consultation with the Senate. Hollman seconded. 
Concern was expressed that the Student Senate be involved in the choice. 
Vice President Martin stated he would consult with the Student Senate. 
The vote was called on the motion. Motion passed. 
DOCKET 
6. 310 252 Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Faculty Status (see Senate Minutes 
1293, dated January 25, 1982, Appendix A). 
Abel moved that the Senate direct the Ad Hoc Committee on Faculty Status in con-
sultation with the Vice President for Educational and Student Services to consider 
positions within the division that may qualify for faculty voting privileges. This 
consideration should be based on significant interaction and impact these positions 
have within the academic community. 
Duea seconded. 
Abel referred to the letter sent to the Chair dated January 25, 1982, regarding 
voting privileges to selected persons in the Professional and Scientific group. 
She stated the P & S Council acts primarily on personnel matters, not academic 
ones. By the very nature of their position, some members of the P & S group are 
involved in academics, such as the Registrar, Director of Admissions, and the 
Academic Advising Office. Beyond this concern was the question of the tradition 
of some positions already having faculty status and tenure, such as Jack Wielenga, 
Director of Admissions. Abel suggested returning the document to the Committee 
and identifying specific positions for faculty status. 
Professor Rider asked what the intent of the motion was. He also stated that input 
was requested from the P & S group by their representative, Susan Chilcott. 
Professor Skaine expressed concern about cutting out people from voting. He feels 
Senate governance should be broader in base, not narrower. 
Jack Wielenga expressed concern over the historical precedent involved in positions 
traditionally non-instructional faculty. He suggested looking at the position, not 
the general grouping. 
Senator Sandstrom indicated his concern over those not teaching voting on curricular 
matters. 
Senator Hollman expressed concern of taking away rights from people. Professor 
Harrington indicated she requested the study on faculty status when she was preparing 
the Faculty Roster. It was extremely difficult to determine who was or was not a 
voting member of the faculty. 
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After more general discussion the Chair determined that the discussion was not 
germane to the motion and the report itself had not been accepted for discussion. 
Senator Hallberg moved, Abel seconded, to postpone consideration of the motion 
of Senator Abel. Motion passed. 
Yager moved and Duea seconded to accept the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on 
Faculty Status. 
General discussion ensued on the definition of faculty. 
Yager suggested past appointments continue voting rights, but new people not be 
given voting rights. 
Jack Wielenga stated that activities and responsibilities of P & S persons in 
specific positions be looked at, not peTsonalities. 
The Chair indicated the hour was getting late and possibly the discussion should 
be continued at the next meeting. 
Senator Remington suggested those who objected to the report submit supporting 
materials to the Senate. 
Hollman moved and Erickson seconded to postpone the discussion. Motion passed. 
7. 309 251 Hollman moved and Erickson seconded that the Senate move into 
Executive Session. Motion passed. 
Hollman moved, Sandstrom seconded, that the Senate rise from Executive Session. 
Senator Remington moved, Hollman seconded that the Senate approve emeritus status 
for David E. Kennedy, Professor of Music, effective December 18, 1981. Question 
on the motion was called. Motion passed. 
The Senate adjourned at 5:12 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Mary Engen, Secretary pro tem 
These Minutes shall stand approved as published unless corrections or protests are 
filed with the Secretary of the Senate within two weeks of this date, Friday, 
February 19, 1982. 
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APPENDIX A 
U N I V E R S I T Y 0 F N 0 R T H E R N I 0 W A · Cedar Falls, Iowa so613 
Department of Economics 
February 4, 1982 
Darrell Davis, Chairperson 
University Faculty Senate 
School of Business 
University of Northern Iowa 
Dear Darrell: 
Please accept this as an interim status report of the ad hoc 
Mathematics Competency Committee. The committee had 
suspended meetings and deliberations pending the outcome of 
the study and final recommendation of the ad hoc Committee on 
Admissions to the University. It was felt that t~e work of 
this committee paralleled ours and that the mathematics 
standards should be approximately the same. 
Initial discussions of the committee tended to focus on 
precisely what ~ole a mathematical competency requirement 
should fill in the undergraduate curriculum. Two points of 
view eventually emerged. 
(1) Mathematical competency should be an entrance requirement. 
The nature of courses in many areas, such as the physical 
sciences, business, and many social sciences as well as many 
other disciplines is becoming increasingly quantitative. Most 
of these courses are taught with the assumption that the 
students have mastered or are at least familiar with basic 
arithmetic and algebraic techniques. ~fuen large numbers of 
students reveal insufficient preparation in these areas, 
valuable class time is spent teaching not course materials, but 
rather basic mathematical skills. Consequently, all incoming 
students should be required to demonstrate mathematical competency 
before or during their first year at UNI, and immediately 
receive remedial work if necessary. 
(2) Mathematical com etenc should be a raduation re irement. 
While many areas o ernphas1s w1th1n the un1vers1ty curr1culum 
are only peripherally quantitative, gradua.tes are, nonetheless, 
college graduates. A liberal arts institution's reputation is 
strongly affected by the quality of its graduates and the 
education a9quired at a university such as UNI is designed to 
produce a complete, well rounded individual. As a representative 
/ 
' I 
( 
Darrell Davis, Chairperson 
February 4, 1982 
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APPENDIX A cont. 
of UNI and its program, former students should be able to 
successfully overcome elementary quantitative challenges. 
Consequently, no student should be allowed to graduate without 
demonstrating a certain basic level of mathematical competency. 
The committee compromised on these two issues by recommending 
that all students take a mathematical competency test their 
first year here, but have their entire UNI career to prove 
competency if they fail the test. 
The next step was to design an instru~ent that could be 
administered to students to test their mathematical skills. 
Because of the large number of students involved, (approximately 
1500-2000 new students every year) an objective test with 
machine graded capability was selected. However, the degree of 
difficulty became a temporary stumbling block. Relying heavily 
on the expertise of Dr. David Duncan, Head of the Mathematics 
Department, it was finally agreed that a reasonable expectation 
of students would be to demonstrate proficiency at· a level 
comparable to high school Algebra I. This level doesn't go much 
past basic manipulation of symbols and polynomials but does 
include factoring and equation solving. 
To this end, the committee developed a sample test consisting 
of five elementary arithmetic questions, thirty algebra I 
questions and five algebra II questions. The elementary arith-
metic questions were inserted to give students confidence and 
the algebra II questions to offset the much easier arithmetic 
questions. 
The test was then given to a cross section of lower division 
students selected in a non-scientific manner, and approximately 
half of the students were unable to correctly answer 70% of the 
questions. The committee did not believe that the test was too 
difficult (most of us passed it the first time) and implications 
of these results were sobering. If this test were used with a 
passing grade of 70%, approximately 750-1000 students would 
need remedial mathematical help every ye~r. This would go far 
beyond the capability of the Learning Sk~lls Center, the 
tutoring program of the Educational Opportunity Program and 
even of the entire Mathematics Department. Further, Dr. Duncan 
reported that his examination of the self-help materials available 
showed them to be inadequate for our purpo~es. It was at this 
point that the committee suspended meeting. 
.. 
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APPENDIX A cont. 
Darrell Davis, Chairperson 
Page 3 
February 4, 1982 
At a meeting last fall 1 this committee decided the following: 
(1) Suspend deliberations until the results of the 
new mathematical admission standards can be 
observed. 
(2) Continue to develop and test our instrument in 
the event the new admission standards do not 
achieve the desired results. 
(3) Pray. 
Sincerely, 
~?7£L-~~--~'-----
Fred J. -Abraham 
Associate Professor of Economics 
Chairman, ad hoc Committee on Mathematics Competency 
FJA/la 
